Process   of Acculturation

THOSE who adopt the dichotomous division of civilization do not
consistently mean it. They have really in view the questions of
speed of change and of the voluntary or compulsory character of
acculturation. Some people prefer slow rate of change and change in
one culture-complex after another, instead of a rapid change on all
fronts. They prefer the evolutionary to the revolutionary pace.
Should, for instance, modern industrialism be introduced in an
hitherto non-industrial area with such speed as to drive out of their
occupations large numbers of artisans who are so far advanced in
life that they cannot readily change over from their previous voca-
tion to the new, and must, therefore, suffer much privation and
misery? Or should the progress of industrialization be so adjusted
as to minimize such dislocation? Should, for another instance, fall
democracy be introduced at one stroke among a people who at the
time were governed autocratically, or should it be introduced in
homoeopathic doses ? Should, for yet another instance, the religious
faiths of peoples be disturbed by the rapid introduction of another
religion or of scientific knowledge, or should such acculturation be
controlled as to ensure a smooth change by being spread over a
long period ?

But these questions are as relevant in the West as in the East. All
change anywhere disturbs the existing equilibrium, and it is a uni-
versally applicable question whether an evolutionary or revolu-
tionary change should be permitted, granting, of course, that the
change can be controlled.

The other question is whether a change should be voluntary on
the part of the people who are to undergo the change, or whether
one group which has political or other power ova: another should